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else. Under rhe view that the validity of the cognition is
due to the efficiency of its source, to what could the vali-
dity of the cognition of this efficiency be due? It would
only be due to another cognition of the efficiency of the
source of this second cognitions; and so on, there would
be an infinite regress. On the other hand, if validity belongs
to the cognition by itself, then there would be no need of
any other cognitions; specially as any idea of its invalidity
could not appear, for the simple reason that there would be
no cognition of any defect in source of the initial cognition.
The conclusion, therefore, is that the cognition is valid qua
cognition, and this validity can be set aside only when one
causes comes to perceive a defect in its source.21 In this
view expressed is the fourth alternative, by 'Pramanya' is
meant the power of revealing objects, which is natural, to
knowledge and by 'apram^anya' the absence of power, which
can be produced by causes not possessing this power,
Umbeka says that this interpretation of Kumarila's view^, is
wrong  This view makes truth intrinsic on the ground that
it cannot be traced to the cause of knowledge, viz. the
senses; truth is intrinsic because it is caUsefes^. -But this
is wrong  We do not find massiveness belonging to a body
in the atoms that are the causes "of the body; but this does
not imply that massiveness is causeless,

Others say that Pramanya is the power of producing
discernment and this belongs to cognition naturally. Cog-
nitions are momentary and if the said power were not
inherent in them it could never be produced. It cannot be
produced before a cognition comes into being just as a
picture cannot be produced before the canvas on which it is
painted comes into being. It cannot be produced simul-
taneously with the origination of a cognition just as a picture
cannot be produced simultaneously with the production of
the canvas. It cannot be produced after a cognition is
produced, because a cognition, being momentary, cannot
stay still the said power is produced. Therefore, the power
of producing discernment is not an effect at all but a natural
possession of cognitions. This interpretation too is wrong
because the opposite power of producing non-discernment